
J>1C cscaacimtlon, Privacy Act records 


filing; oaiiaHsation 


Harold Vaisberg 1 \j 2/79 


1,1 \ 0*1** 1 vy*ylXjO , */oOtj*On I C/v-* , 


there is» a copy of tba letter 1 wxx>ta J> r (’.tor 


%ow on 0 / 23 / 68 . It appears in tlda Section nt the proper paint chronologically. 

But it has no filo number, no aerial amber, no indication of any duplicate filing* 
Ahother copy of the sm» latter appears later, some ties out of chronological 
order* There it is Serial 4131* 

5,'ho first appears to imvo boon seposisvl 1‘iwi the second* Whom it has stamps 
and notations added tlmy sox identical. However, thoro aro other stamps and notations 
on tte second or Serialized copy that do not apimrs on the first copy. 

ffl» first is a copy of the copy r»nd<t frow 4131 » from phyclcal daaagc that is 
visible in the nary-i-ag, damac® that does not id sow in 4131* 


Boy ® record that has neither file* nor Uorlsl ausbor can ap oar at the propor 
point in the proper file ap.enrs to bs a ayatezy. It ia antXroly inconsistent with 
all I’ve road and hoard testified to about ouch miters. 

It i al.ar- surprising that s document with a ^ul;y 4«to stomped as M dan op -ear 
in a pra-Jaly iKvpwnco, sn this doss. 

Dsda, I ’x.Vf.Wi 


is sri i '.dics.ti n of fllea the 3f5X hie not searched. 


